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By Lyle Denniston

- Washingten Stae Stall Writer -
.Federal agmts have wide dxscre-
tion to decide for themselves what
. telephone calls they will monitor

while operating - wiretaps, the - Su-__

- preme Court ruled 7-2 toda{
The decision significantly lirmtcd a:

provision of federal law. telling _each case;’ ) 1 Al

‘to ‘minimize’ -

agents they must
eard - durlng

-convcrsatxons ove
bugging."
~Justice Wilham H. Rehnqmsts

‘opinion for the majority stressed that
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o merely because they take no. steps in.1
~advance to- sci'een" ok

ppmg CaEEs

- LIMITS ON WHAT CAN BE I.IST ENED TO ARE WEAKENED Bt 'f"

" .»’.agents do not violate the federal Iaw
out the conversa-l

tions to which theym’tlxsten. LR ~., £

ey ‘r
'l'he test of et)ler -they havé vio-
ed the law, the majority declared.
is to be decided after. the wiretapping |
is finished; based on-qls.lhe chu in
:0, i "‘"

“Tyio | dfssentlng ]hstlces

PlalneJ that . the ,.hew decision

‘eviscerates” ‘Céngress’ attempt to ' taken to the Supreme Court by Frank
_ protect indiv!duals y'privacy; u,:ader-. R. Scott and Bernis L. Th urm{n, cona |-
&%3’@3&3’3:‘52’1"“‘“‘ WiretappIng et s charges and sen-
r .
: The U.S. Court of A I g
TODAY'S. RUL!NG was onc °’ M { here in 1975 that agents Ig ::tsv:;‘llﬁg '
;::':wns .the justices toolron &wlfu‘p::_; the 1963 Jaw if, after the fact. the-
i Iﬁ a séparate order, the j'mttices‘t mai: ‘,‘;‘;:.f‘;’;’bﬁgﬁf th eir moqitori
-turned down a major test case on the | EUon tha agents® failure to take
‘‘power of federal ’Sd“‘-' to break ";::_:1' any action to minimize their listening -
g}:gtsbg;orw Yo _'@!!‘l,?f,ggml,w, does not, by itsell, prove that they
A lower 'r od m'l }:o:rt h: d raled - vere acting xllegally. thelmver com
atoncea eral judge authotized !’ T 3
! the, bugging. fgell . agents. could sl m'l'he Supr “m’ c::" ’m;g’:
‘sume they also had the authority 1o | *should meengage in “blind reliance”
secretly enter dpmrate property toput | con the percentage’ of non-criminali
ina llls‘lenmg te“c'h?;c tgretum later | calls that were intercepted as prool'
to make sure it was oning. ... .. thatthe egllly
Because the court declined to hear ‘l‘h agentyacted il A
an appeal of that decision, agents are | ... The ruhn{ in” practical e tcct.
left at least temporarily wi appav- ederal courts will have
:}x'lt al\’xthonty to brteak in as part of whe ther :8::"‘ rd b&sis
eir bugging operations. . heard more n
- The ggufrigp 7-2 dlel:‘l’s:on on thé MUMVG- HEE ey
-meaning of the so-ca “minimiza- 'n,, q,.m-, Ction
tion" requirement of federal wiretap bug ging issue mm 03 :, an i:\tr,esﬁt!ifi
law. came;in a' test case rowing out | - gation of g numbers in '
B i | B £ ST e
., Federal ageats had court authority | ' After gefting coort approval to in. !
to install a wiretap 'on.the telephone | - Stall od a bug at‘a bar, federa} 2 gentsa
im an apartment in Northwest Wash- g: tly ab SISKEY to ‘enter the bar se. |
ington as well as on the home tele- | de:n g -at %zhttoinstantwo listening-' .
pbonehereofasuspectinthep;obe | three?t‘heri? went back to the bar.,
ke mes, either to move one,
or to clunge the bat-
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< Agents made no attem to limltl
ithe conversatnons tow ll!-t
-'tened during the bu ing. On one'
“telephone, they lxsteng to every one:
‘of the 334 calls madetothatphone, .
After the case was over. an anal-:
ysis of - the telerhone calls showed:
, :‘llt‘ax of 10 (ia Is hadinotl&xen g to do
wi e narcotics activit a
i were investigatmg y ’ gents
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